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II. It took great courage on the part of
many people to do that. They have
earned respect throughout the world,
just as Mr. Wallenberg has. So I have a
particular place in my heart for Mr.
Wallenberg, who epitomized the same
thing my Dutch friends did and mir-
rored, perhaps exceeded, their heroism
in very, very difficult circumstances.

I strongly urge that we adopt this
resolution unanimously and permit the
ceremony to take place so that we can
dedicate the statue to Raoul
Wallenberg on November 2, 1995.

Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Speaker, further
reserving the right to object, I yield to
the gentleman from California [Mr.
LANTOS].

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding to me. Be-
fore making substantive comments, I
would like to express my appreciation
to my good friend from Michigan, the
gentleman from California, Chairman
THOMAS of the Committee on House
Oversight, to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. FAZIO], the ranking Demo-
cratic member of the committee, and
to the scores of colleagues in this body
and in the other body who over the
years have paid tribute to Raoul
Wallenberg. Specifically, in connection
with this resolution are Senator WAR-
NER of Virginia, Senator STEVENS of
Alaska, Senator FORD of Kentucky,
and Senator PELL of Rhode Island.

I also want to express my apprecia-
tion to two colleagues who have over
the years been steadfast in their rec-
ognition of Wallenberg’s unique hero-
ism, the chairman of the Committee on
International Relations, Mr. GILMAN,
and Senator MOYNIHAN of New York.

Mr. Speaker, at a time when there is
so much partisanship in this body, it is
wonderful to have a moment of high
nobility on a bipartisan basis. As my
good friend from Michigan indicated, 50
years ago Raoul Wallenberg, son of a
most distinguished Lutheran family in
Sweden, risked his life leaving behind
the comfort, the safety and the secu-
rity of neutral Sweden to come to Nazi-
occupied and war-torn Hungary to save
innocent lives.

Through his heroism, 100,000 innocent
human beings were saved. Raoul
Wallenberg did this heroic feat of larg-
er than human proportions at the re-
quest of our own Government. My first
legislative act, Mr. Speaker, in 1981,
was to introduce a resolution making
Raoul Wallenberg the second honorary
citizen of the United States, second
since Winston Churchill was the first.
The House and the Senate had ap-
proved that legislation, and in a special
Rose Garden ceremony, President
Reagan signed the bill making Raoul
Wallenberg the second honorary citizen
of the United States.

A decade ago, through legislation, we
succeeded in renaming a portion of the
street where the Holocaust Museum is
located as Raoul Wallenberg Place.
Raoul Wallenberg Place is now the offi-
cial address of the Holocaust Memorial
Museum.

Last year, as my friend from Michi-
gan indicated, Congress passed legisla-
tion to accept a statue of Raoul
Wallenberg, donated to the Congress by
an American citizen, Ms. Lillian Hoff-
man of Colorado. The Swedish Govern-
ment donated the marble pedestal on
which the bust will be located.

We are now dealing with a special
dedication ceremony scheduled for No-
vember 2. All of our colleagues are cor-
dially invited. We expect the legisla-
tive and executive branch of our own
Government to be present at the high-
est levels. The Government of Sweden,
Hungary and Israel will be represented
with appropriate officials.

We will have in our Nation’s Capitol
a tribute for all eternity honoring the
heroism of a human being, who went
beyond himself, who recognized that
true satisfaction comes only from serv-
ing others, in this case in sacrificing
his own life so others may live.

I strongly urge all of my colleagues
to approve this resolution.’

Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Speaker, with
great support for this resolution and
the ceremony, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the concurrent reso-

lution, as follows:
H. CON. RES. 94

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),
SECTION 1. DEDICATION CEREMONY AND PLACE-

MENT OF A BUST OF RAOUL
WALLENBERG IN THE CAPITOL.

The rotunda of the Capitol may be used on
November 2, 1995, for a ceremony incident to
the placement of a bust of Raoul Wallenberg
in the Capitol as previously authorized by
Congress.
SEC. 2. SECURITY AND PHYSICAL PREPARA-

TIONS.
The Capitol Police Board shall take such

action with respect to security as may be
necessary to carry out section 1. The Archi-
tect of the Capitol shall make appropriate
physical preparations for the ceremony re-
ferred to in section 1.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
concurrent resolution just agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin. Mr.

Speaker, on September 19, I missed
four recorded votes due to a delayed
airplane flight.

On rollcall No. 664, passage of House
Resolution 222, the rule for the CA-
REERS bill, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’

On rollcall No. 665, passage of H.R.
402, the amendments to the Alaska Na-
tive Claims Settlement Act, I would
have voted ‘‘yes.’’

On rollcall No. 666, passage of H.R.
1091, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’

On rollcall No. 667, passage of H.R.
260, the National Park System Reform
Act, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’

f

b 1545

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 789

Mr. TORRICELLI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my name be
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 789, the
Fairness in Musical Licensing Act of
1995.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. EV-
ERETT). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Jer-
sey?

There was no objection.

f

MEDICARE PROGRAM HAS OPER-
ATED FOR 30 YEARS WITH CUR-
RENT FUNDING

(Mr. VENTO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. VENTO. Madam Speaker, I rise
in support of the Medicare Program.
For 30 years the Democrats have kept
this program operating, serving more
than 37 million seniors today, and the
Medicaid Program, again which serves
millions of Americans. The fact is that
this program has been kept in place
and it is a current funding program.

Unfortunately, many in this body
and many that receive the benefits do
not understand what current funding
means. It is a different form of funding,
and the trustee report, obviously, has
to be responded to. But what is taking
place here is that the trustee report
with regards to the long-term funding
of Medicare is being used to blackmail
many Members of this body and the
senior citizens into voting to or giving
up their Medicare benefits.

Madam Speaker, last year in this
body we were talking about extending
health care benefits to those that do
not have health care insurance. Today,
because we did not do that, over a mil-
lion Americans from working families
do not have health care. What is going
on today is, rather than extending ben-
efits, the Congress is set to take health
care benefits away—punching holes in
the coverage; reneging on the 30-year
commitment.

The Congress will take half a trillion
dollars out of Medicaid and Medicare.
And what is the purpose of it? The pur-
pose is because the priorities of this
body have changed. The goal is to fund
the tax break for the well heeled. Medi-
care is in trouble because the Repub-
licans are in control of Congress and
they do not share the commitment to
Medicare and to health care for all
Americans.
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Mr. Speaker, last year at this time Congres-

sional Democrats fought to address the prob-
lems with our health care system and try to
extend health care coverage to uninsured
Americans. The health care reform effort was
stopped by the Republican leadership. Since
that time, another 1.4 million Americans have
lost their health insurance, raising the number
of uninsured to 43 million. This is becoming
the annual rate of people losing their health in-
surance—a million people a year.

Now the Republicans want to take away
health insurance from even more people by
shredding our Nation’s insurance safety net of
Medicare and Medicaid. What a difference that
1 year makes. Last year, we talked about how
many more Americans could get health insur-
ance, this year Republicans are talking about
how many people they can take health insur-
ance away from, supposedly in order to save
money. But we know that as the number of
uninsured Americans grows, health care costs
go up for everyone—when the uninsured don’t
get preventive care, they have to go to the
emergency rooms for expensive procedures
when their health problems become serious.

Under the Republican plan, not only will
more families be uninsured and have to face
the frightening prospect of being unable to
take their children to the doctor when they are
sick, but more families will feel the squeeze as
they attempt to stretch their dollars between
their children’s education and rising health
care premiums.

Mr. Speaker, even the trustees of the Medi-
care Trust Fund oppose the Republican plan.
The problems we face with health care de-
mand a response, but a long-term solution re-
quires more than slashing health care cov-
erage. The need remains to not consider Med-
icare and Medicaid in a vacuum, but address
the health care system as a whole.
f

WHEN IT COMES TO AGRI-
CULTURE, LOOK AT THE FACTS
(Mr. DE LA GARZA asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Madam Speaker,
let me change the tone here briefly and
get away from all of the rhetoric that
we have heard and the ostrich and all
of that. I do not think this will en-
lighten in any way the American peo-
ple.

Madam Speaker, I am here to address
agriculture, that agriculture is in trou-
ble and we are having no assistance, no
help from all of those people on my left
that are worried about what is happen-
ing to Medicare and Medicaid. I am
worried about what is happening to
Medicare and Medicaid. We need to ad-
dress the fraud and the abuse. If you
just made every hospital play it
straight and be honest, you would not
have to cut and tax and also to add
burdens to our seniors. I have a very
poor district, and we cannot afford to
pay more. We need to work it out.

But let me say one thing, I am frus-
trated. The board of trustees of the
Democrats? Where do you get that?
Read the law. Find out who named
them. They were Bush’s trustees. They
were Reagan’s trustees. And for some-

one to fix up little pair paper and come
and read it and to say the President’s
board of trustees.

AGRICULTURE POLICY

Madam Speaker, I am here today to ex-
press my concerns and clear up some fal-
lacies in regard to Agriculture and Agriculture
programs generally. I am very disturbed about
the recent attacks on Agriculture from people
within the Agriculture community who should
know better, and from those outside the Agri-
culture community who jeopardize the national
security of our Nation by their ignorance of
Agriculture policy.

First, I would like to take this opportunity to
examine the facts, outside the editorials, which
daily attack the most successful farm sector in
the world.
1995 Estimated total Federal spending: $1.531

Trillion
1995 Estimated farm income support pro-

grams: $9.8 Billion (0.6% of Federal
spending)

1994 Export of farm products: $43.5 Billion
1994 Net farm exports: $17.1 Billion
Cost of food for—

Average American: 10% of earned income
Average Japanese: 19% of earned income
Average Russian: 30% of earned income

These figures are the cold, hard, unvar-
nished, facts. Outside the rhetoric, and outside
the debate, nothing but the facts.

In spite of these successes, you still hear
critics of the farm programs say that the sys-
tem isn’t working. To them I say: Examine
your facts.

Second, I must take issue with the process
in which we are now engaged on the Agri-
culture Committee. Never have I seen a proc-
ess that is so designed to not only reach a
specific, dictated policy outcome, but to also
keep the results of that dictated policy from
the very people whom it would effect most.

The committee has held no hearing on the
‘‘Freedom to Farm’’ policy. If Agriculture and
the American public are supposed to benefit
from the implementation of this policy, why not
have a hearing and let them voice their sup-
port, concerns, or opposition. Let us make
these changes in the light with understanding
and knowledge, not in the dark with mis-
conception and ignorance.

The imperial leadership has said to the
committee members, on both sides of the
aisle, your expertise in Agriculture policy is ir-
relevant, either you pass the so-called Free-
dom to Farm or else. What is the ‘‘or else’’
that farmers and ranchers are now facing? It
is threats of retaliation against Members who
voted their district interests over the dictates of
the leadership and the elimination of the Con-
gress on Agriculture.

All these threats and intimidation are be-
cause the committee had a serious bipartisan
disagreement over an option of farm policy. I
say ‘‘option’’ because that is what ‘‘Freedom
to Farm’’ is. It is merely one policy option that
Members can enact to effectuate change in
farm policy. It is not the only option, merely
one. Anyone who thinks that it is the only way
to bring change to farm programs has a very
twisted and distorted view of agricultural pol-
icy.

Third, I oppose the imposition of additional
unneeded cuts on agriculture just because the
leadership wants to enact a $250 billion tax
cut. Democrats in committee voted for an al-
ternative that would save $4.4 billion and meet
the reconciliation goals set out in the earlier

reconciliation package offered by Democrats.
This package balanced the budget in 7 years.
$13.4 billion in cuts is not needed if we drop
the $250 billion tax cut.

To my colleagues who demand a tax cut, I
say, I like tax cuts also. Tax cuts make you
popular. However, we are not up here to win
a popularity contest we are sent up here by
our constituents to govern responsibly. Let’s
come together to balance the budget and then
we can come together and hand out goodies.

Fourth, let the editorials stop and check
their facts and give thanks for the American
farmer. They can afford, from their well fed po-
sition, to be critical of programs of which they
know nothing. The European Community
spends six times more on their farmers than
we spend in the United States. Instead of try-
ing to unilaterally disarm American farmers,
they should be writing editorials in praise of
them.

One egregious example of their ignorance is
writing that we do not allow producers to plant
wheat, corn, cotton, rice, etc. This is ludicrous.
These programs are voluntary. A farmer can
plant anything he wants outside the program.
The program merely provides for those farm-
ers who desire it, the choice to participate and
minimize their risk. If we are going to be criti-
cal of these programs, if we are going to de-
mand change, if we want real reform, then we
must do it with knowledge and not rhetoric.

Let us give thanks for the American farmer,
the envy of the world. It is not right for us to
criticize the very hand that feeds us. Let us
join with them to continue to make American
agriculture the success it is today.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, and under a previous order of
the House, the following Members will
be recognized for 5 minutes each.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. DELAY] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. DELAY addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

f

REGULATION OF POLITICAL
EXPRESSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. SKAGGS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SKAGGS. Mr. Speaker, as I men-
tioned first thing this morning, there
was a very interesting hearing yester-
day before the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform and Oversight on inves-
tigations having to do with the so-
called Istook-McIntosh-Ehrlich pro-
posal that masquerades as if it were
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